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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be avaibbic under the prcvisluris of 37 CFk 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified aljove is less than thirty (30) days, a reply vwthin the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 J04(b), 

Status 

1)K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 September 2002 . 
2a)S This ac^tion is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-43 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-43 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) S The drawing(s) filed on 19 December 2000 is/are: a)^accepted or bO objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) n The proposed drawing conrection filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objec^ted to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) [ otice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) Q Inten^iew Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) Q Notice of Draftsperson*s Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) \Z\ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 4. 6) O Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. In response to the Amendment filed September 12, 2002, claims 1-43 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

1. Claims 1,4,5,7-10,12-14,16,18-19,21-24,26,27,30-31,33-36,38 and 40 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Hon (US 6,074,213). 

2. Regarding claims 1 and 27, Hon discloses a system, method and apparatus for the 
training of users of a medical system. Hon discloses that educational instructions are pre-loaded 
into the system and available for recall by users of the system contacting the rule-based expert 
system component (Col 3, lines 16-44). The instructions and simulation information are 
provided to the users via a plurality of displays on graphical user interfaces over networked 
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devices. (Col 4, lines 56-64, Fig 1 1). Hon discloses generating feedback to supply information 
to team members using the medical device (Col 1 1, lines 36-38). Hon does not specifically 
disclose that the feedback is used to indicate the correctness of the use of the medical device. 
However, it is common and well-knovm practice to utilize a feedback loop for informing users as 
to the correct use of any device in which feedback has been implemented. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of invention to extend an existing feedback 
information stream to include informing users as to the correct use of a medical device. 

3. Regarding claims 4,18,30, and 40 Hon discloses a system and method within which the 
display stations, which interact with a user through a Graphical User Interface (GUI), are 
equipped with a voice interface for audio interaction with the user (Col 4, line 61, Col 15, lines 
39-41). 

4. Regarding claims 5,19, and 31, Hon discloses that the instructional system and method 
may use the Internet and intranets for communication between users (Col 16, lines 11-16). Hon 
does not specifically state that the navigation capability of the GUI in use by the system and 
method is linear and non-linear. However, it is common and well known to use a web browser 
as a means of navigation on Internet capable display devices. Inherent to a web browser is the 
capacity for linear and non-linear navigation fi-om web page to web page. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide linear and non-linear navigation 
capability to any system and method utilizing the Internet for connectivity between users. 

5. Regarding claims 7-9, 12,13,21-23,33-35, Hon discloses that the instructional 
information fi-om the expert system may be provided to the users through visual means, 
including images, video and animation of the subjects in use (Fig 17, Col 14, lines 36-46). 
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6. Regarding claims 10, 24, and 36, Hon discloses a simulator with a rule-based expert 
system that provides a view of various team performance actions in relation to the medical task 
presented, thus providing the operational steps of a task in proper sequential order (Col 16, lines 
23-25). 

7. Regarding claim 14, Hon discloses an educational system with a network, user computers 
coupled to the network, and a server with educational instructions pre-loaded into the system and 
available for recall by users of the system contacting the rule-based expert system component 
(Col 3, lines 16-44). The instructions and simulation information are provided to the users via a 
plurality of displays on graphical user interfaces over networked devices. (Col 4, lines 56-64, Fig 
11). Hon discloses generating feedback to supply information to team members using the 
medical device (Col 11, lines 36-38). Hon does not specifically disclose that the feedback is 
used to indicate the correctness of the use of the medical device. However, it is common and 
well-knov^ practice to utilize a feedback loop for informing users as to the correct use of any 
device in which feedback has been implemented. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill at the time of invention to extend an existing feedback information stream to 
include informing users as to the correct use of a medical device. 

8. Regarding claim 16, Hon discloses a system capably connected either through the 
Internet or over an intranet (Col 16, lines 11-16). 

9. Regarding claim 26, Hon discloses educational system instructions on a computer 
readable medium used with a network, a plurality of user computers coupled to the network, and 
a server with educational instructions pre-loaded into the system and available for recall by users 
of the system contacting the rule-based expert system component (Col 3, lines 16-44). The 
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instmctions and simulation information are provided to the users via a plurality of displays on 
graphical user interfaces over networked devices. (Col 4, lines 56-64, Fig 11). Hon discloses 
generating feedback to supply information to team members using the medical device (Col 1 1, 
lines 36-38). Hon does not specifically disclose that the feedback is used to indicate the 
correctness of the use of the medical device. However, it is common and well-known practice to 
utilize a feedback loop for informing users as to the correct use of any device in which feedback 
has been implemented. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the 
time of invention to extend an existing feedback information stream to include informing users 
as to the correct use of a medical device. 

10. Regarding claim 38, Hon discloses an instructional method simulating the control of 
medical devices under the direction of a rule-based expert system, simulating the first aid use of 
the medical device and providing feedback to the user concerning the correct resuhs fi-om the 
device (Col 9, lines 5-44). 

11. Claims 2,5-6,1 1,15,19-20,25,28,31-32,37, 39 and 41-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Hon in view of Parker et al (US 6,321,1 13). 

12. Regarding claims 2,5-6,1 1,15,25,28,37, and 39, Hon discloses a defibrillator station in 
which an external defibrillator may be inserted for use by the medical team. Hon does not 
specifically disclose that the defibrillator is an Automated External Defibrillator. However, 
Parker et al teaches that for a good networked connection at a remote site fi*om the main analysis 
computer an Automated External Defibrillator is preferred (Col 3, lines 42-64). The AED taught 
by Parker et al has the networked features that would allow it to be seamlessly integrated into the 
defibrillator station discloses by Hon. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time of invention to include an AED as the preferred defibrillation device in 
the training system. 

13. Regarding claims 6, 20, and 32, Hon discloses a system and method for instructional 
connection and communication between users of physically separate medical devices, each user 
of which has a physical display device. Hon does not specifically disclose that the instructional 
information provided to users of the system is in text format. However, Parker et al teaches a 
physically remote AED device connected via a network connection to a remote computer that 
provides instruction displayed to the user in text format (Col 3, lines 35-40, Fig 1). The system 
and method discloses by Hon indicates a rule-based expert system that assists with instruction 
and the system and method taught by Parker et al displays the rules for the system use as text 
retrieved from a rules database. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of invention to provide instructional information from the rules database on the 
steps necessary to utilize a connected medical device in text format on the GUI. 

14. Regarding claims 41-43, Hon discloses that the instructional information from the expert 
system may be provided to the users through visual means, including images, video and 
animation of the subjects in use (Fig 17, Col 14, lines 36-46). Hon does not specifically disclose 
that text description is associated with the visual means of instructing users. However, Parker et 
al teaches that both graphical and textual data of interest to the medical use in progress may be 
represented on a single screen for use of medical practitioners (Col 5, lines 15-26). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to provide a 
text description of one or more steps associated with the graphical representation pertaining to 
operation of the medical device. Combining the system disclosed by Hon with the teaching of 



i 

# • 

Application/Control Numbe~9/739,357 ^ Page 7 

Art Unit: 3714 

Parker et al produces a medical training device that provides users with textual description of a 
visual image for a more robust training experience. 

15. Claims 3,17, and 29, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hon 
in view of Parker et al in further view of Olson et al (US 5,645,571). Hon discloses that a 
plurality of medical devices may be attached to the instructional system and method. Hon does 
not specifically disclose operation, troubleshooting or maintenance of these medical device 
items. However, Olson et al teaches an AED that has self-diagnostic capability as well as 
providing troubleshooting and device maintenance indicators and instructions (Figs 3 and 4). In 
attaching the instant AED to a rule-based expert system these troubleshooting, maintenance and 
diagnostic capabilities could be easily incorporated and displayed to the users in the same 
manner as any other system or method instructions. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the existing utility, 
operation, troubleshooting and maintenance instructions of all medical devices to be connected 
to the rule-based expert system. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed September 12, 2002 have been fiilly considered but they are 
not persuasive. Although generating a feedback information loop indicating the correctness on 
the use of the medical device may not have been fully disclosed by Hon, it is common and well- 
known practice to utilize feedback for the correction of aberrations in the use of a plurality of 
devices. This is an obvious extension of the feedback information disclosed by Hon. 



Application/Control Number^/739,3 57 
Art Unit: 3714 




Pages 



Conclusion 



Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR M36(a), 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR L 136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi"om the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John L Sotomayor whose telephone number is 703-305-4558. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30-4:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfial, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tom Hughes can be reached on 703-308-1806. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-7768 for regular 
communications and 703-308-7768 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-4558. 
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